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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the Applicant's response filed 8/14/06. 

As indicated in Applicant's response, claims 1, 10, 21 have been amended and claims 11- 
14 canceled. Claims 1-10, 15-22 are pending in the office action. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 21 is objected to because of the following informalities: the phrase recited as 
'merging the dependencies of the components with the components to generate . . . ' (line 6) 
seems to have a typographical error or an awkward phraseology in duplicating the term 
'components'. Appropriate correction is required otherwise this would lead to a indefinite 
limitation. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

4. Claims 15-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim 15 recites a computer-implemented system comprising data representative of 
components dependencies and a merge module to generate a deployable bundle. There is 
absence in the claim of any hardware support/embodiment to carry out the functionality 
construed as this 'merge module'. From the specifications, this module amounts to a software 
entity (e.g. Fig. 4); thus, the system claim is devoid of any hardware support or tangible 
apparatus to carry out or realize the functionality of any software entity being claimed. 
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The Federal Circuit has recently applied the practical application test in determining whether the claimed 
subject matter is statutory under 35 U.S.C. § 101. The practical application test requires that a " useful, 
concrete, and tangible result" be accomplished. An "abstract idea" when practically applied is eligible for a 
patent. As a consequence, an invention, which is eligible for patenting under 35 U.S.C. § 101, is in the 
"useful arts" when it is a machine, manufacture, process or composition of matter, which produces a 
concrete, tangible, and useful result. The test for practical application is thus to determine whether the 
claimed invention produces a "useful, concrete and tangible result". 

Because it is reasonable to interpret that any computer-implemented system can be 
without hardware embodiment such as it appears in the claim, i.e. absent explicit inclusion 
therein of such hardware support or tangible embodiment, the claim is perceived as unable to 
yield a tangible result, and as set forth above, is rejected for leading to a non-statutory subject 
matter. 

Claims 16-18 are rejected for not remedying to the deficiency of claim 15. Claim 19 only 
recites means for communicating, which can be construed as interfacing means between software 
modules interaction, thus still lacks hardware to support the merging functionality of claim 15. 
Hence claims 19 and 20 are also rejected for depending on a rejected subject matter of the base 
claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

6. Claims 1-10, 15-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Forbes et 
al., USPN: 6,381,742 ( hereinafter Forbes). 

As per claim 1, Forbes discloses a method for deployment of components, comprising: 
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defining dependencies by components of pluggable component-based software (e.g. Fig. 
1; col. 6, lines 44-48), wherein at least one component of a deployable bundle is provided by a 
third party ( e.g. col. 6, lines 40-44; third parties - col. 12, lines 5-11; not already present 
client's machine ...go get it; col. 12, lines 62-65; HREF... name of distribution - col. 13, lines 
34-40; remote server ... URL -col. 9, lines 34-37; col. 15, lines 59-67; col. 11, lines 51-54 ); 

wherein the components expose their dependencies to a cooperating interface (e.g. Fig. 1; 
Fig. 2b, 2c; when the user wants -col. 11, lines 12-26; manifest file ... files ...namespaces 
...visible to the application... tag informs an OSD-aware client browser - col. 14, lines 24 to col. 
15, line 55); 

generating a list of defined dependencies (e.g. Fig. 4; col. 14 lines 49 to col. 15, lines 44; 
Fig3A),; 

identifying files associated with the defined dependencies (e.g. step 305 - Fig. 3A ); and 
processing the dependency list and identified files to generate a deployable bundle (e.g. 
Fig. 3A-3C ). 

As per claim 2, Forbes discloses communicating the deployable bundle to a cooperating 
environment (e.g. Fig. 1; OSD-aware client browser - col. 14, lines 24 to col. 15, line 55). 

As per claim 3, Forbes discloses merging the dependency list, the identified files, and 
default component elements to generate the deployable bundle (e.g. Fig. 3 A; col. 9, lines 28-54; 
software package 21 1 - col. 10, lines 5-43; unit 215 - Fig. 2B; distribution unit 205 - Fig. 2A). 

As per claim 4, Forbes discloses further comprising scanning the components to identify 
default elements and non-default elements (e.g. minimum, five fields... platform specific, 
additional fields, optional signature field- col. 1 1, lines 43 col. 12, lines 10 —Note: platform 
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specific fields and additional fields for version resolution reads on default and non-default 
elements). 

As per claim 5, Forbes discloses providing an installer component (e.g. col. 6, lines 57- 
62; distribution unit - Fig. 2C) for inclusion in the deployable bundle. 

As per claim 6, Forbes discloses validating (e.g. step 315 - Fig. 3A; step 339, Fig. 3B) 
and installing the deployable bundle in a computing environment. 

As per claim 7, Forbes discloses providing configuration files (e.g. readme - col. 7, lines 
7-10) for inclusion in the deployable bundle. 

As per claims 8-9, Forbes discloses 

merging the dependency list, the identified files, and default component elements to 
generate the deployable bundle (refer to claim 3 and default elements being addressed in claim 
4), 

a merge module to perform the merge ( refer to claim 3 for merging dependency list ). 

As per claim 10, Forbes discloses a computer readable medium having computer 
readable instructions for: 

defining dependencies by components of pluggable component-based software (e.g. Fig. 
1; col. 6, lines 44-48), wherein at least one component of a deployable bundle is provided by a 
third party ( e.g. col. 6, lines 40-44; third parties - col. 12, lines 5-11; not already present 
client's machine ...go get it; col. 12, lines 62-65; HREF... name of distribution - col. 13, lines 
34-40; remote server ... URL -col. 9, lines 34-37; col. 15, lines 59-67; col. 11, lines 51-54 ); 

wherein the components expose their dependencies to a cooperating interface (e.g. Fig. 1; 
Fig. 2b, 2c; when the user wants -col. 11, lines 12-26; manifest file ... files ...namespaces 
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...visible to the application... tag informs an OSD-aware client browser - col. 14, lines 24 to col. 
15, line 55); 

generating a list of defined dependencies; 

identifying files associated with the defined dependencies; and 

processing the dependency list and identified files to generate the deployable bundle; 

all of which steps having been addressed in claim 1 above. 

As per claim 15, Forbes discloses a computer-implemented system to deploy a package 
having dependencies comprising: 

dependency data representative of the dependencies of components of the package, the 
package comprising pluggable component-based software (e.g. Fig. 1; col. 6, lines 44-48), 
wherein at least one component of a deployable bundle is provided by a third party ( e.g. col. 6, 
lines 40-44; third parties - col. 12, lines 5-11; not already present client's machine ...go get it; 
col. 12, lines 62-65; HREF... name of distribution - col. 13, lines 34-40; remote server ... URL - 
col. 9, lines 34-37; col. 15, lines 59-67; col. 11, lines 51-54 ); and 

a merge module operating to merge the dependency data with the components of the 
package to generate the deployable bundle ( see Fig. 3A; col. 9, lines 28-54; software package 
211 - col. 10, lines 5-43; unit 215 - Fig. 2B; distribution unit 205 - Fig. 2A). 

As per claim 16, Forbes discloses an installer, the installer being merged by the merge 
module to generate the deployable bundle (refer to claim 5). 

As per claim 17, Forbes discloses configuration information, the configuration 
information ( refer to claim 7) being merged by the merge module to generate the deployable 
bundle. 
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As per claim 18, Forbes discloses default package components, the default package 
components being merged by the merge module to generate the deployable bundle as addressed 
in claims 4 and 8. 

As per claim 19, Forbes discloses a communication means for use in communicating the 
deployable bundle to a cooperating computing environment (e.g. package manager - Fig. 2B, 
2C). 

As per claim 20, Forbes discloses a validation means ( refer to claim 6) to validate the 
proper deployment of the package. 

As per claim 21, Forbes discloses a system for use in the deployment of components 
having dependencies comprising: 

a means for determining the dependencies of components of pluggable component-based 
software (e.g. Fig. 1; col. 6, lines 44-48), wherein at least one component of a deployable bundle 
is provided by a third party ( e.g. col. 6, lines 40-44; third parties - col. 12, lines 5-11; not 
already present client's machine ...go get it; col. 12, lines 62-65; HREF... name of distribution - 
col. 13, lines 34-40; remote server ... URL -col. 9, lines 34-37; col. 15, lines 59-67; col. 11, lines 
51-54 ); 

the components exposing the dependencies to the means (e.g. Fig. 1; Fig. 2b, 2c; when 
the user wants -col. 11, lines 12-26; manifest file ... files ...namespaces ...visible to the 
application... tag informs an OSD-aware client browser - col. 14, lines 24 to col. 15, line 55); 

a means for merging the dependencies of the components with the components of the 
package to generate the deployable bundle ( see Fig. 3A; col. 9, lines 28-54; software package 
21 1 - col. 10, lines 5-43; unit 215 - Fig. 2B; distribution unit 205 - Fig. 2A). 
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As per claim 22, Forbes discloses comprising an installation means, the installation 
means cooperating (e.g. refer to claim 19) with the merging means for installing the deployable 
bundle. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to prior art rejection of claims 1 -22 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

8. The arguments regarding the USC 101 are not sufficient to overcome the current 
rejection as set forth above. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicants amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Tuan A Vu whose telephone number is (272) 272-3735. The examiner can 
normally be reached on 8AM-4:30PM/Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on (571)272-3756. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is (571) 273-3735 ( for non-official correspondence - please consult Examiner before 
using) or 571-273-8300 ( for official correspondence) or redirected to customer service at 571- 
272-3609. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the TC 2100 Group receptionist: 571-272-2100. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Tuan A Vu 
Patent Examiner, 
Art Unit 2193 
October 31, 2006 



